Application No. 



Applicants) 



10/650,672 



KATOETAL 



Interview Summary 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Ling X. Xu 



1775 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 
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(2) Mr. Roland Martin . 
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Date of Interview: 8/4/2005 . 

Type: a)l3 Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 2)g] applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)S No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: AIL 

Identification of prior art discussed: NA. 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)S was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: Counsel agreed to amend the claims in order to place this application in condition 
for allowance. See Examiner's Amendment . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See 
Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview a complete written statement ^f^gM ™2) 

SStable action must be fBed by the applicant An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1 -11 1 . 1 .135. (35 U.S.C. 132) 

37 CFR §1 2 Business to be transacted in writing. . 
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. 

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. J u»h.™iir a H™iiis unless 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless 
the examiner ZmY^^S^ do so. It is the examined responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct matenal .naccurac.es 

which ^^^S^JXXimnm Form for each interview heid where a matter of f^^J^^S *" 
interview bv checkmo the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restnction 
ZZ%^ZXm%X™^*<^** provided for in Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining I Procedure o. -pojnjnfl 
ouf^ographcal errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordahon P^U'esMow. Where the 
Sance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no s eparate on the 
The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the nght hand portion of the file, and listed on ine 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
concSon of the interview iTthe case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 
^S^S^lSSZSSlM communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed „ Mm . n „ ma „h.h» 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agree^ment (may be by 
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowabHity is tentative and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (|f Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the Mervlew of eadv case. It 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proper rec ordaton^ ° f ^ ,n t erv,ew 
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable rtems required below concerning the 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1 ) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3 an ESSE 5 Ine AKSrt of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 

Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, 
5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner, 

5) Qf I nts need not k len gthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly deta.led de^onor ttie not 
equired. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal vg £2i^ t ?f 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

6) a qeneral indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and ^^i^h hw 

7) If SSroprlate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 

the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 



Examiner to Check for Accuracy 



If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 
statement ^ is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, "Interview Record OrC on the 

paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

EXAMINER'S AMENDMENT 

1. An examiner's amendment to the record appears below. Should the changes and/or 
additions be unacceptable to applicant, an amendment may be filed as provided by 37 CFR 
1.312. To ensure consideration of such an amendment, it MUST be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee. 

Authorization for this examiner's amendment was given in a telephone interview with 
Mr. Roland Martin on 8/4/2005. 

The application has been amended as follows: 

In claim 2, line 1, change "compositional buffer" to - electronic ceramic-. 

In claim 3, line 1, change "compositional buffer" to - electronic ceramic-. 

In claim 4, line 1, change "compositional buffer" to - electronic ceramic-. 

In claim 5, line 1, add - an electronic ceramic according to Claim 13 - after " a method 
for manufacturing" and delete "a compositional buffer that covered on the surfaces of the fine 
crystal grains that make up an electronic ceramic containing a volatile element or a thin film 
thereof," in line 5, add - containing a volatile element - between "electronic ceramic" and "or 
thin film." 

In claim 6, line 6, change "claims 1 to 4" to - claims 3 or 13-. 

In claim 13, line 1, change "A" to - An electronic ceramic comprising a -, delete "the" 
before "fine crystal grains" and change "an electronic ceramic" to - the electronic ceramic --. 
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Election/Restrictions 

2. Claims 2-4 and 13 are directed to an allowable product. Pursuant to the procedures set 
forth in the Official Gazette notice dated March 26, 1996 (1 184 O.G. 86), claims 5-12, directed 
to the process of making or using the patentable product, previously withdrawn from 
consideration as a result of a restriction requirement, are now subject to being rejoined. Claims 
5-12 are hereby rejoined and fully examined for patentability under 37 CFR 1.104. 

Since all claims previously withdrawn from consideration under 37 CFR 1 .142 have been 
rejoined, the restriction requirement made in the Office action mailed on 4/25/2005 is hereby 
withdrawn. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 2-13 are allowed. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: the closest prior art is 
Susuki et al, which teaches a buffer layer comprising a silicate-base compound having an 
amorphous structure. No prior art, alone or combinable with Suzuki was found to teach 
electronic ceramic comprising a composition buffer which surrounds the surfaces of fine crystal 
grains that make up the electronic ceramic containing a volatile element as recited in claim 13. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue 
fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance." 
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4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ling X. Xu whose telephone number is 571-272-1546. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 - 4:30 Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Deborah D. Jones can be reached on 571-272-1535. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-2 17-9197 (toll-free). 
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